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THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE
These are times of change. The people, faced with
heavy burdens of taxation, are in a mood to accept anything
new that promises some financial relief. The laws relating
to the administration of justice are being scrutinized. One
organization has proposed that we do away with the County
Courts. We hear criticism of the cost of juries, and hear
suggestions that juries be cut from twelve to six. Already
bills are being introduced in the Legislature to carry out
these ideas..
The situation is not peculiar to this State. A review
of the proceedings of the Idaho Bar Association discloses
that they devoted their last meeting to a consideration of the
proposal by their Judicial Council to do away with the
Probate Courts; to redistrict the State into four Judicial
Districts; to provide for the appointment of Clerks of Court
and Justices of the Peace by District Judges, and to thus
unify their system and more definitely fix responsibility.
If changes are to be made in this state, the lawyers,
because of experience and education, are best qualified to
say what those changes should be. Here is a topic for
discussion at District Meetings of the Bar, and this subject
will inevitably be an important one for the next State Bar
Meeting. Because of its importance to the profession and to
the people of our State it is the duty of every lawyer to
first reach an intelligent and unselfish conclusion and to then
assist in the crystallization of public opinion in his own
community.

